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AMENDMENTS TO THE DRAWINGS: 

Submitted herewith is a revised version of Figure 2 and a marked-up copy of 
the original Figure 2 showing the revisions thereto. 
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REMARKS 

Reconsideration of the above-identified patent application is respectfully 
requested. The Examiner is thanked for the careful examination of the application. 
However, in view of the foregoing amendments and the remarks that follow, the 
Examiner is respectfully requested to reconsider and withdraw the outstanding 
rejections. 

Drawings: 

With regard to the issue of showing the screws from claim 7, a revised Figure 
2 is submitted herewith, showing the screws. Accordingly, the Examiner is 
respectfully requested to reconsider and withdraw the objection to the drawings. 

Art Rejections: 

Claims 1, 2, and 4 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 02(b) as being 
allegedly anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 5,836,596, hereinafter Wanzl. 

In response to that rejection, claim 1 has been amended to clarify that the 
clamping strip is a separate clamping strip and it is provided to clip over both a 
portion of the small item tray and a portion of the end wall so as to close the 
indentation and for additionally securing the small item tray to the end wall. With 
regard to the applied reference, Wanzl, Wanzl does not teach or suggest a separate 
clamping strip that is adapted to clip over both a portion of the small item tray and a 
portion of the end wall so as to close the indentation and to secure the small item 
tray to the end wall. 
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In the outstanding Office Action, the Examiner alleges that the edges of the 
indentation 47 in Wanzl corresponded to the clainned clamping strip. However, in 
view of the clarification in amended claim 1 , it should now be clear that amended 
claim 1 is clearly patentable over Wanzl. 

Claims 2 and 4 depend from claim 1, and are thus also patentable over the 
applied prior art. 

Claims 1 , 2, and 4 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over DE 81 13394.3, hereinafter DE *394. Although the Official Action 
recites DE 81 13394.3, applicant assumes that the Examiner intended to reject the 
claims over DE 89 13 394.3. If this assumption is not correct, the Examiner is 
respectfully urged to advise applicant's attorney accordingly. 

DE '394 does not teach or suggest an end wall of a shopping trolley that has 
an indentation starting at an upper edge of the end wall. Instead, the Examiner 
relies upon indentations that are clearly below the top of the end wall. Furthermore, 
the alleged portions of the DE '394 which allegedly correspond to the claimed 
indentations clearly do not support the small item tray, as is required by claim 1 . 

Accordingly, amended claim 1 is clearly patentable over DE '394. 

Claims 2 and 4 depend from claim 1, and are thus also patentable over 
DE '394 at least for the reasons set forth above with respect to claim 1 . 

Claims 3, 6, and 7 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wanzl. However, claims 3, 6, and 7 depend from claim 1, and are 
thus patentable over Wanzl at least for the reasons set forth above with respect to 
claim 1 . 

VA 757430.1 



Attorney's Docket No. 031226-016 
Application No. 10/679.280 

Page 8 



Claim 5 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over DE '394 in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,186.382, hereinafter Bergin. However, 
Bergin does not appear to overcome the deficiency of claim 1 with respect to DE 
•394. Since claim 5 depends from claim 1 , claim 5 Is also patentable over the 
combination of DE '394 and Bergin. 

To further define the protection to which applicant is entitled, new claims 8-12 
are submitted above. New independent claim 8 also defines a shopping trolley with 
a basket. New claim 8 is similar to claim 1 , except that it includes additional 
information, including the fact that the small item tray includes projections which rest 
on an upper edge of the indentation. 

Claims 9-12 depend from claim 8, and are thus also patentable over the 
applied prior art. 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, the Examiner is 
respectfully urged to reconsider and withdraw the outstanding rejections. 

In the event that there are any questions concerning this matter, or the 
application in general, the Examiner is respectfully urged to telephone the 
undersigned attorney so that prosecution of the application may be expedited. 



Respectfully submitted. 



Burns, Doane, Swecker & Mathis, l.l.p. 



Date: June 30. 2005 




William C. Rowland 
Registration No. 30,888 



P.O. 80x1404 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1404 
(703) 836-6620 
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